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REASONS FOR REQUESTING PRE-APPEAL BRIEF REVIEW 

Claims 1-21 are pending and are set out in pages 2-4 of the response to office action filed 
on May 10, 2005. 

By the office action of August 1, 2005, the Examiner has finally rejected Claims 1-21 
under 35 USC § 103(a). More specifically, claims 1-6 and 21 stand rejected under 35 USC § 
103(a) as being unpatentable oy^r Klein (U,S. 5,835,763) in view of Priven (U,S. 5,327,559), 
Claims 7-18 stand rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Klein in view of 
Priven and Swariz (U.S, 6,625,651). Claims 19-20 stand rejected imder 35 USC § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Klein in vicvj of Priven and Panikatt (U.S. 6,349,333). Thus, claims 1- 
21 stand or fall on the appUcation of Klein and Priyen to claim L 
Improper Rejection 

The claimed invention is a software method for administrating batch jobs on a computer 
or a computer network. A batch job is a computer program that performs a repetitive, low- 
priority task that typically requires no external input. Batch jobs are commonly used to run 
periodic (e.g. daily, weekly, or monthly) reports, update data, backup data, or sort data. One of 
the limitations of batch jobs is that they are written in a computer language (SQL, C-H-, Cobol, 
etc.) that is specific to the database that the batch job accesses. Because computer networks 
typically contain various different types of databases, the computer networks typically contain 
batch jobs written in various different computer languages. Prior batch jobs administrators have 
had difliculty administering batch jobs in various different computer languages on a single 
network. The present invention solves this administration problem by creating a language- 
independent capsule around each batch job so that the batch jobs appear to be in the same 
language to the batch job administrator, thereby improving system stability and performance. 
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Claim 1 is not obvious in view of Klein and Priven because Klein and Priven fail to teach 

or suggest every claimed limitation. The requireinente for establishing a prim/z facie case of 

obviousness are well established: 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, three basic criteria must be met. 
Firsts there must be some suggestion or motivation, eitlier in the references 
themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the 
arts to modify the reference or to combine reference teachings. Second, there must 
be a reasonable expectation of success. Finally, the prior art reference for 
references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations . The 
teaching or suggestion to make the claimed combination and the reasonable 
expectation of success must both be found in the prior art, and not based on 
Applicants' disclosure. MPEP § 2142 citing In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 4S8, 20 
USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991) (emphasis added). 

Claim 1 reads: 

1 . A method for processing a batch job, comprising: 

wrapping the batch job to create an application programming interface for 
communication with a batch framework, the batch framework comprising a 
batch dispatcher class, and the batch dispatcher class further comprising a 
method to execute the batch job : and 

invoking the batch framework according to a predeterminecl schedule 
via execotion of a command line parameter, wherein the method provides for 
efficient reuse of programming code and platform independence by encapsulating 
the batch job and providing a uniform application programming interface for an 
application processing the batch job according to the method. 

First and foremost, the Examiner cannot meet the third prong of the obviousness test 
because Klein and Priven do not teach or suggest the limitation of invoking a batch framework 
according to a predetermined schedule via execution of a command line parameter. The 
Examiner contends that ""Klein [] teaches using a command line parameter for a batch framework 
(col. 9. lines 60-63, col. 10, lines 25-32)," Specifically, Klein, coL 9, lines 60-63 and col 10, 
hnes 25-32 read: 

ThreadName - This parameter specifies the name given to a thread, that is, 
it specifies the name of tlie batch job that will perform the function of the thread. 
This name follows the platfonn's standard convention. 
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JOBQ - This particular parameter provides tlie name of the batch 
submission system that the thread job is submitted to in the format that follows 
the platfonn's standard convention. 

JOBD - This parameter provides the name of the batch job description 
that describes the thread job in the format that follows the platform's standard 
convention. 

As explained by Klein in col. 9, lines 14-16, the ThreadName, JOBQ, and JOBD are constants 
and parameters used by a user's computer program. They are data fields that have fixed or 
variable values throughout the execution of a user's program. The Tlu^adName, JOBQ, and 
JOBD are not located in a command line and do not cause the execution or invocation of the 
batch framework. By contrast, the command line parameter recited in claim 1 is a string of text 
commands that is passed to the command interpreter for execution of a program, namely 
invocation of the batch framework. Clearly, the cited sections oi Klein do not teach or suggest 
the limitation of using a command line parameter to invoke a batch framework according to a 
predetennined schedule. In fact, both Klein and Priven are completely silent as to the use of a 
command line parameter to execute any aspect of their inventions, much less to execute the 
invocation a batch framework according to a predetennined schedule. In contrast with Klein and 
Priven, claim I specifically recites the limitation of invoking a batch firework according to a 
predetermined schedule via execution of a command line parameter, which is not taught or 
suggested by Klein and/or Priven, Because Klein and Priven fail to teach or suggest a limitation 
in claim 1, the Examiner is unable to meet the third prong of the obviousness test and, 
consequently, cannot make out a prima facie case of obviousness. 

Secondly, the Examiner cannot meet the third prong of the obviousness test because 
Klein and Priven do not teach or suggest the limitation of the batch framework comprising a 
batch dispatcher class, and the batch dispatcher class further comprising a method to execute the 
batch job. The Examiner has acknowledged that Klein does not teach using classes to dispatch 
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batch jobs . See August 1, 2005 Office Action, paragraph 5. The use of a class comprising a 
method to execute the batch job is fimdamental to the architecture and functionality of 
Applicants' claimed invention, and the absence of such an important element cannot be readily 
dismissed. Klein does not teach or suggest the use of a class comprising a method to execute the 
batch job - in contrast, Ktein employs a complicated array of threads and queues to achieve an 
entirely different pmpose, namely the conversion of synchronous processing to asynchronous 
processing. The Examiner points out that Klein teaches a method to execute a batch job at col. 
11, lines 7-1 1 and coL 5, lines 49-54, but such a method is employed in the overall thread/queue 
architecture and in no way relates to using classes to dispatch batch jobs. Respectfully, the 
Examiner's reliance on Priven does not make up for the deficiencies of the primary reference, 
Klein. Assuming for the sake of argument tliat Priven teaches that it is well known to use object 
oriented programming with classes and an API to dispatch the batch jobs, such general 
disclosure does not teach or suggest the batch framework comprising a batch dispatcher class, 
and the batch dispatcher class further comprising a method to execute the batch job. nor does it 
provide the requisite suggestion or motivation to alter the fundamental thread/queue architecture 
of Klein to arrive at the hmitation of the batch framework comprising a batch dispatcher class, 
and the batch dispatcher class further comprising a method to execute the batch job. Because 
Klein and Priven fail to teach or suggest a limitation in claim 1, the Exammer is unable to meet 
the third prong of the obviousness test and, consequently, cannot make out a prima facie case of 
obviousness. 
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Summary 

Applicants submit that the ground for rejection is improper because the cited prior art 

fails to teach or suggest the claimed limitations. Consequently, the Examiner is unable to present 

a prima facie case of obviousness as required by 35 USC § 103(a) and the applicants request that 

the rejection be withdrawn and the pending claims allowed. 

Respectfully submitted, 
CONLEY ROSE, P.C, 

Date: loS^ ^^U^ l^JJ^i^ 

Grant Rodolph 

5700 Granite Parkway. Suite 330 Reg. No. 50,487 

Piano, Texas 75024 

Telephone: (972)731-2280 ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANTS 

Facsimile: (972)731-2289 
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